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DEFENCE 
Ut Of the Two 
'LETTERS, Sc. 


HE Reverend Mr. Samuel Fancourt, 
after Three Years Silence in the 
Controverſy berwixt him and 
j mee relating to the Four Lon DON 
1 MiNISsTERS, has now at length, 
| I ſuppoſe, convinced the World, 
That while he ald nothing, he did not ſpare 
for Thinking. I ſhall not anticipate the Rea- 
der's Judgment in the Matter; but proceed 
directy, as briefly and clearly as I can, to ſet- 
tle the remaining Part of the Account be- 
tween Mr. Fancourt and myſelf, as it depends 
entirely upon the declared Principles, and 
2 Conduct of theſe Four Mini- 
ers, 

Arx ſome very great and Learned Di- 
vines of the Church of England, had ventured 
to recede from the common Do&rine or ra- 
ther common Set of Words, which Men had been 
ſuppos d to agree in with reſpet to the 
* A 2 | Horx 


Hory TziniTy, theſe Gentlemen thought 
fit to interpoſe, in order to reſcue the Peo- 
ple of tbeir Denomination, their ald Friends and 
Acquaintance from an Error which voy ap- 
prehended of fatal Conſequence; and 91 
at a Time when no Diſſenting Miniſter G 
any one Congregation in England, that I 
know of, had declar'd himſelf againſt their 
common verbal Belief. The Controverſy then 
lay wholly in the Eſtabliſh'd Church, and 
there only.it might have been thoroughly and 
finally debated, without. the leaſt Trouble or 
Moleſtation to the Diſſenters, if theſe Mini- 
ſters could have vouchſafed us that Favour; 
but this they could not, it ſeems, in Point of 
Conſcience grant us, and therefore like true 
Guardians of the. Faith. once delivered to the Saints, 
they publiſh a Book conſiſting for the moſt Part 
of a Collection of human Creeds, and a few Quo- 
tations out of Scriptures, without taking the 
leaſt Notice of what had been ſo oſten urg d 
againſt the Senſe. they would ſeem to under - 
ſtand them in. In this Book they lay down 
what they take to be of the Laſt 3 — 
concerning the TRINITx, and inſiſt upon it as 
ſuch in Point of Salvation and Chriſtian Com- 
munion, without rendring it either intelligible 
In itſelf, or ſhewing how it can poſſibly conſiſt 
with the Truth .of the Chriſtian ion. 
I, who had hitherto been a ſilent and peace 
able Spectator only of what had been ſaid and 
done in the World, thought myſelf now o- 
blig d to expoſe the Weakneſs and Abfurdi 
of ſuch a Conduct, with the fatal and 
chievous Conſequnces of the Principle they 
had advanc'd. In the mean while, I did not pre- 
tend to determine any thing concerning the 
Perſons themſelycs with reſpect to the Vin- 
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(5) | 
cibility or Invincibility of their Error, or how 
far they might be innocent or ty, clear'd 
or. condemn'd in Foro Conſcientiæ. I look'd upon 
this as a Point uncapable of an human 
ciſion, and ſuch as muſt be left to the fi- 
nal Determination of CRRISTH himſelf But 
Mr. Fancourt would repreſent me as charg- 
ing the Brethren. with great Impiety and 
moral Wickedneſs, as if I had imputed all the 
fatal Conſequences, and the whole Guile and' 
Condemnation of their falſe Principles to the 
Perſons themſelves; than which he could have 
deviſed nothing more groundleſs, nor more un- 
righteous ; and yet his Declamations and Out- 
cries about this, make up a very conſiderable 
Part of his Book. * Fehn 

To condemn Mens Perſons together with 
their Principles, has been ever the Manner 


of blind Bigots, and flaming Tealots, though 


nothing can be more contrary to the Nature, 


_ and Genius of Chriltianity, When 


en are imperious and impatient of Contra- 
diction, they will reckon themſelves decry'd, 
if they are not ador'd, and he who pre- 
ſumes to differ from them, or to queſtion any 
of their Deciſions, immediately becomes their 
Executioner: But if Mr. Fancourt, and thoſe 
of his Way, cannot differ from other Chri- 
ſtians in Matters of dark and doubtful Spe- 
culation and Belief, without charging their 


Adverſaries with Inſincerity and moral Wick 


edneſs, L am heartily ſorry for them, and can 
only wiſh them leſs Infallibility, and more 


Charity. However, I Hope, the impartial 


World will obſerve and conſider it, if Mr. 
Fancourt will not, That tis not Men, but Do- 
ctrines, not Perſons, but Principles, that L 
am concern'd with, and arguing againſt. 
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the Trinitarian Doctrine, and the Centre of 


"| "PEP 
Tux main Principle which the Four Mini- 
fers have advanc'd as the very Subſtance of 


Chriſtian Unity, Peace, and Communion, is 
this; That theſe Three, the FA THE R, Son, and 
SPIRIT, and not any One of theſe, is the One 
True Goos. N 
Now in tlie Letter of Enthuſiaſm, and the 
Defence of it, directed to the Four Miniſters, I 
have endeavour'd at leaſt to ſnew, That this 
main Propoſition, Which they lay down as a 
Fundamental Article of Faith, is perfectly un- 
intelligible ; that if they do not underſtand 
the Word Go p, in a different Senſe, as ap- 
ply d to the Three Perſons | ſeparately, and con- 
unaly conſider'd, theſe Words have no 
eaning at all; that their main Principle is 
utterly inconſiſtent with all the human Creeds 
and Te#s of Orthodoxy they have produc'd, and 
cannot poſſibly be reconcil'd even to their 
own Scripture Account of the Matter, 1 
urg'd them farther with the fatal and miſchie- 
vous Conſequences of ſetting up this abſurd 
unintelligible Principle, as a Fundamental Ar- 
ticle of Faith, as neceſſary to Salvation, and 
Chriſtian Communion, while the Scripture 1s 
abſolutely ſilent about it, and they had not 
fo much as attempted to produce any Scrip- 
ture Evidence for any ſuch Neceſſity. So that 
had their Account of the Matter been intel- 
ligible, conſiſtent, or even true, as it appears 
to be neither; yet {till their pretended Neceſ- 
ſity of it, and the Streſs — lay upon it, 
muſt be altogether groundleſs and of fatal 
Conſequence, as deſtructive of Chriſtian Peace 
and Charity, and directly tending to ſubject 
and enſlave the Underſtandings and Conſci- 
ences of Men to an human Juriſdiction. 


Mx 


17.3 
Mx Endeavours to prove all this, have . 
lain before the World a conſiderable Time, 
and make up by far the greater Part of the 
Two Letters which Mr. Fancourt has underta- 
ken to Animadvert upon. But this Writer, 
who can defend his Brethren without Argu- 
4 ment, and clear up all Difficulties, without 
3 taking the leaſt Notice of them; tells the 
f World roundly, That I had brought this 
Charge without any Evidence to ſupport it; 
nay, againſt the cleareſt Evidence to the con- 
trary. When he ſays, That I had charg'd 
theſe Conſequences upon them without Proof, 

it will not be worth my while to confute 
him here, by quoting Three Parts in Four 
of the Two Letters againſt him; and therefore 
Jam content that what I have offer'd in 
Support of the Charge, ſhould ſtand as it i 
and ſpeak for itſelf, till Mr. Fancourt can find 
ſomething or other in Anſwer to it. 

Bur what is this clear Evidence to the 
contrary? How does it appear, That the 
Conſequences which I have charg'd upon 
Gentlemens Principles and Conduct, are weak 
and ill- grounded? Why, to prove this, he 
quotes certain Paſſages from the Four Mini- 
ſfters, in which they allow the Sufficiency of 
Ar as a Rule of Faith, and declare for 
the _ and Right of private Judgment. 
But it falls out here very unluckily for Mr. 
Fancourt, that the Queſtion is not, What theſe 
Gentlemen profeſs or declare; but what the 
Conſequences of their Principles are, and 
what the Effects of their. Conduct muſt be 
while they act upon theſe Principles. If I 

had charg d them with profeſſedly throwing 
off the Authority of Scripture, and ſetting 
bp an, human Juridiion in ire Stead, or 

7.36 | wit 
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with denying directhy, and in Terms, the 
Right of . Judgment, and declating 
themſelves the only rightful, authoritative In- 
terpreters of Scripture; in this Caſe, I ſay, 
their Profeſſion and expreſs Declaration to 
the contrary, had been a' ſufficient Evidence: 
But ſince theſe are only "Conſequences which 
I had charg'd _— their Principles, and, 2s 
I think, effectually ſupported, ' Mr. Fancourt 
muſt I preſume , be ſuppos d to allow the 
Charge, as I had laid it, whilſt he does 
not think fit to offer any thing to the con- 
Hp this Writer been as able to defend 

is Brethren, as he was willing, he would 

ve endeayour'd to ſhew, That the Princi- 
ples which I had attack'd, were ſound and 
good, and that my Arguments were 1ncon- 
lequent and of no Force; that his Brethren, 


the Four Minifters, had advanc'd nothing as a 
neceſſary Article of Faith, but what the Holy 
Scriptures declar'd as fuch ; that their Terms 
of Peace and Unity, are the very ſame with 
thoſe inſiſted on by CHRIST and his Apoſtles ; 
and that they have not endeavour'd to ex- 
clade Men from Church Communion, and the 
Benefits of the Chriftian Covenant, for Want 
of yy + other Qualification, but that Faith 
and Repentance which the Goſpel requires 
as neceſſary to Salvation; in ſhort, That 
their Principles are truly Chriſtian and Ca- 
tholick, and ſuch as have no Tendency to Im- 
— — Perſecution, Party Rage, or Church 
Tyranny. This doubtleſs, he would have en- 
deavour d to prove in Oppoſition to what I 
had offer'd to the contrary, if he had thought 
himſelf capable of it; for no Body I imagme 
can, think that he wanted an _— 


(9) 

And therefore as his Brethren will thank him 
rhaps for his Good-will ; fo I have no Rea- 
ſon to be angry with him for the Shrewdneſs of 
his Arguments. 25 
I had urg'd _ the Four Miniſters, their 
ſerting up for ſtrict and proper, 3. 2. infallible 
Certainty ; and this in 4 Matter which the 
whole Impartial World muſt allow to be very 
difficult and doubtful, at leaſt ; and I madeic 
appear, That if by Knowledge and Certainty, as 
they uſe and apply the Words, they intend- 
ed- only Belief or Perſuaſion, as the Words were 
ſometimes uſed in a popular Way of Speaking, 
this muſt render the whole Pailage — 
gible, trifling, and perfectly ridiculous, To 
this Mr. Fantourt makes no Reply; but conti- 
nues to tell us over and over, what his Bre- 
thren meant. Let their Meaning therefore 
be as he ſays, if he pleaſes ; I left it to their 
Choice at firſt, whether they would here take 
the Charge of Preſumption or trifling Impertinence. 
And fince he here ſeems to accept the latter 
for them, if they will confirm his Choice, I 

ſhall be eaſy... Shel $5 $6, 0h 
T x a T Knowledge and Certainty is fre- 
uently in a-popular Way of Speaking, uſed 
or Belief or Perſuaſion, every Body will al- 
low; nor does this deſerve: to be minded or 
regarded, where nothing depends upon it, 
and where 4 does not give any different Turn 
to, or at all alter the Ceaſe and Deſign of the 
Diſcourſe. -- Now, becauſe I would not give 
this Teſty Gentleman any needleſs Trouble, 
whenever I happen in the ſame Way of Speak- 
ing to uſe Words certainly, doubifull, &c. for 
the higheſt Degrees of Probabiliry only, or 


in Caſes which no Body can well doubt of, 
tho' there is not perhaps ſtrict and abſolute 
B Certainty. 
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Certainty, He may ſubſtitute, if he pleaſes, 
any other Words, as, I :bink, I-gueſs, &c. in 
the Place of the former. It this pleaſe him 
better, it will ſerve my Turn as well, and leave 
erery Argument and Expreſſion of mine in its 
«full Force and proper Significancy. Let this 
2 in the Paſſage relating to the Four 
iniſters, and I deſire no more, but am con- 
— ſuch —ͤ—Ü— — : wow 4 
very to judge of the Intelligibleneſs, 
* Conilte be, or Pertinence of the Diſcourſe: 
as they ſhall find Occaſion. And yet whenever 
Mr. Fancourt finds me in any little incidental 
Expreſſion uſing the Words certainly, doubi- 
. * where there is not ſtrict and proper 
- Certainty, he triumphantly repreſents it as a 
parallel Caſe with that of the Four Miniſters, and 
gravely returns it upon me under the Name 
- and Notion of Enthuſiaſm retorted. But I think 
an Adverſary muſt be hard put to it indeed, 

when he is driven to ſuch poor Shifts as this. 
I the Defence of che Letter of Enthuſiaſm, J ob- 
ferv'd that Mr. Fancourt had committed a moſt 
groſs and notorious Blunder about /ubje&ive 
. Certainty, as having defin'd it by indubitable Per- 
. ſuafion ; from whence it muſt follow, that every 
Nan is equally certain, where his Perſuaſion is 
. equally ſtrong and indubitable, and conſequently, 
that there may be Certainty, the higheſt and moſt 
indubitable Certainty, where there is not the leaſt 
Truth, Conſiſtency, or common Senſe. To this 
he has nothing to lay, but only, That he ſup- 
poſes his on Herſuaſion to be a rational Perſuaſion, 
And mult not every one elſe ſuppoſe the ſame, 
or is it poſſible any Man ſhould believe or be 
. perſuaded of any 'Chingat all without ſuppo- 
fing that he has ſufficient Reaſon for it? The 

Queſtion here, is not What Mr. Fancourt ſu 
Poe 


( 11 ) 
ry 7 
poſes of his own Perſuaſion, but wherein ſubs 
live Certainty conſiſts, and what is the 

ature and Definition of the Thing. And 
here our Author having been clearly convicted 
of a moſt groſs and palpable Abſurdity, inſtead 
of ingenuouſly owWning it, or giving up the 
Point as indefenſible; endeavours to ſhuffle it 
over, and ſeems reſolv d to ſtand to it in Spite 
of Reaſon or common Senſmmmeeee. 
H x proceeds to exerciſe his Talent in chi- 
ding me for what I 1 the 
Nature and Ground of Faith; and he is ſo an- 
gry at the Account I had given ot Taplicit Faith, 
that he has quite loſt his Wits upon the Subject, 
and no Ma could have expoſed an Advertary 
more than he has here expoſed himſelt. 
I had maintain d that , Belief or the ra- 
tional Aſſent of the Mind, could in no Caſe 
go beyond the Perception” of the Underftanding:; 
and that to believe a Thing without knowing 
what we believe, or without having any cer- 
tain fix'd Ideas to the Terms of the ' Propoſition 
aſſented td, muſt be impoſſible and contradi- 
ney. Now this plainly affected thoſe who fer 
up for the Belief of what they cannot explain 
or render intelligible, and who after they have 
been ſo often and fo cloſely preſs d to it, are 
not able to affix any determinate Ideas to theic 
own Words. But here upon my acknowledg- 
ing a moſt certain and demonſtrable Principle 
of Science, namely, That there are Infinite 
Things in Nature which we cannot underſtand, 
or that our Capacities are not Infinite, and 
therefore cannot take in all the Infinite Truths 
concerning Gop and the Nature of Things, 
our Author, p. 31. thus exclaims, What can'c 
Mr. Morgan believe that to be, which yet 
She acknowledges to be ! What a myſterious 
| 2 2000S! 7 91 & Arc 
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Art is here! to be able readily to aſſent un- 
to that which is neither the Object of his 
Knowledge nor yet of his Faith | This I 
c muſt own to borrow a Pun from our witty 
5. Author 1s a ſound Foundation for implicit Faith 
“ which can be built upon nothing but Sounds, Mex 
<:thinks: he ſhould not willingly contend for 

cc nought, if he knew it to be nothing he con- 
ce tended for; unleſs, (which yet I cannot 
cc ſuppoſe) he fights ¶ for Bread or] only to 
keep himſelf in Breath. For my Part I can- 

cc not perceive in what he differs from theſe 
c Gentlemen in the Point before us, abating 
ce the Seh Contradiction, which he muſt take as 

ce his own particular... 

I have quoted this as a Sample of Mr. Fan- 
court's Method of retortin Enthuſcaſm, this being 
perhaps as remarkable and material an Inſtance 
be it as any in the whole Book. Our Author 
may rejoice and triumph as he pleaſes in his 
own Weakneſs, and Inſolence, but as for my 
Part I cannot but pity the Man, and am in 
ſome Pain for him. whilſt I am oblig d to call 
him to ſo publick an Account for ſuch Stuff as 


Tr there are Infinite Things in Nature 
which we cannot underſtand, and which are 
wholly incomprehenſible and above our Rea- 
ſon, i. e. that the human Underſtanding is fi- 
nite and limited, and no ways adequate to an in- 
finite Object, is as certainly and infallibly true, 
and as much an Object of Knowledge or Mat- 
ter of Science, as the Being of a Gop, our 
| -own Exiſtence, or any Scientifick Principle in 
1 the World. We certainly know, as well as believe, 
| that our Knowledge is not infinjre. And yet this 
| Ait ſeems is ſamatbing unknown, and Mr. Fancourt 
| ©: pretends that by granting this, I muſt main- 
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tain that 1 aſſent to what I can neither In 


nor believe, But I can neither know nor be · 
lieve that our Author is here in good earneſt, 
becauſe I can neither know. nor believe chat he 
has quite loſt his Senſes ;. and yet I verily be- 
lieve that he would talk more to the Purpoſe 


his Cauſe could hear him out in it. But after 


I fear our Author will never be able to bring 
an Inſtance of his believing any ching that he 
does not underſtand, and till he can inform 
me better I mult ſtill rs that to believe 
we know not what, is really to believe nothing 


at all. This is not properly to believe, bur fo 


trifle and wander in the Dark, to loſe ones Senſes, 
and to uſe Words without Idea. But that I ma 
no longer amuſe the World with my impenetrable Dar 
neſs, our Author, p, 32. undertakes to ſet the 
Matter in a clearer Light; in order to whi 


clearing, he makes Choice of this Propoſition, 


Feſus is Emanuel. I ſhall take nb Notice of his 


mere trifling about it, ſince that could ſerve 
only to expoſe him; but when he has prepared 
the Way by pure Impertinence, What he brings it 
. . to at length is this, that wherein any Pro 
tion we underſtand the Terms, and their Con- 


nexion, 10. as to join or ſeparate the Ideas in 


our own Minds, as they are affirmed or deny'd 


one of another in the Propoſition itſelf, this is e- 
plicit Faith, or the Aſſent of the Mina co that 


particular Propoſition, But then he pretends 
that a Man may aſſent to, or believe a parti- 
. cular Propoſition, tho' he has no Ideas of, or 
- underſtands not the Meaning of the Terms; 
and that he may believe for 1 | 


. f | ; nce, or aſſent 
to this particular Propoſition, Je in Ena- 


nuel, without knowing what is meant by Feſus, 


or what by Emanuel. This which he calls In- 
plicit Faith, is as he declares what he and the 


— 


Por Hulle maintain, in Oppoſir tion to thoſe 
by 1 0 OTA beliexe no farther an we un- 
And und but a Part of a 
. 25 fition we can believe but a Part, even 
Part which we underſtandd 
E then the Matter will ſogn he broug he 
cb an Is, for I own the Queſtion to be as Phe 
has repreſented i ir, and yet Mil aſſert it to be 
as impoſſible to aſfen ro one particular Propo- 
Keion without underſtanding the Terms, as it 
is to ſee without Light, or viſible Objects. Faith, 
Belief or Aſſenr being nothing elſe but the join 
ing or ſeparatin ob Ideas in Abe Mind, juſt as 
they are Meme, or deny'd of each Kin in 
— articular Propoſition = aſſented to, tis 
plainly impo {ible thus to join or ſeparate in 
our * the Ideas of a jor poſition whoſe 
Terms are to us perfectly Ne, and of 
which we have really no Ideas at all. This is 
evident to a Demonſtration ; but Mr. Fancourt 
thinks he has overthrown it, by Aug 
that tho“ we know not for Inſtance what 
meant by Feſws, or what by Emanuel, yet we 
fene ay belie ve in general u off a ſuperadde ed ſuf- 
Rcient Teſtimony, that this Propoſition, Feſts 
3s Emanuel contains ſome certain Truth in it. 
Bur here it muſt, I ſuppoſe, be evident that he 
ſubſtitutes one Propoſition for another. A general for 
à particular one, and then pretends that the Be- 
. Hef of a general Propoſition Of which he bas Ideas, 
the. Beſfef of F — Propofs nion, of which 
he has no Ideat. The : Propafirion which he pre- 
_ tends to believe without knowing what he be- 
 Heves, or which he believes 4 without helie ving is 
this, eſus 4 Emanuel; but the Propoſition 
which e really and explicicely believes 1s this, 
| _ that, the Ea of ni Propoſe tion falls under the general 
e, 2 He who really and ex- 
' plicitely 
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plicirly believes or aſſents to this partichilae 
Propolitian „Feſas & Emanuel, muſt in his own 
Mind joyn or connect the Idea of Feu, wich 
the Idea of Emmanuel, which he cannot po 
do if he has no ſuch Ideas. But he Who be- 
lieves or aſſents to the other general Propoſti- 
on only joyns or connects the general 'Abſtrat 
Idea of a Propoſirion, with the general Abſtrat 
lea of 7rabe,.. 1 1 Ls 
Ax p here, if Mr, Faxcourt cannot ſee that 
theſe are two quite different Connexions, aud 
relate to two perfectly diſtinct and different 
Propoſitions, I doubt ĩe would be to no great 
Purpoſe for me to take much Pains to inform 
him better. And now we have all our Author's 
Jlearings and Elucidations upon. this Subject, 
I think tis evident that in his way of Talking, 
we may as truly and properly be {aid to knew 
and fand, what cannot be knows or under 
ſtood, as to believe, or aſſent to what we cannot 
underſtand. In Oppoſition to which I have 
endeavoured farther to confirm the Truth of 
this Principle, that the rational Belief or Aſſen# 
the Mind, can in no Caſe be carried beyond the 
Perception of the Underſtanding. = 3 
I ſhall not now ſtay. to expoſe the Weakneſs 


and Impertinence of all Mr. Faxcourt's infigi 
ficant Cleavingr, and his-many dull inficid A- 
buſes hereupon. I can eaſily forgive his Heat 
and Reſentment upon this Occaſion, fince per- 
haps it may ariſe from his great Affection, and 
many Obligations to his Friends and Betiefa- 
_ tors, as he has given the World to underſtand 
already. However I would adviſe. him when 
ha ſhews himſelf in Publick again, to leave his 
Paſſions at Home, and bring his. Underſtand- 
ing along with hf m. 


1 
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-  Paxn4vs it may be expected that I ſhould 
here take ſomie Notice of Mr.” Fintourr's Obje- 
"ions againſt what I had offered in a Letter to 
Mr. Cumming concerning Conſequences, or the, 
Abſurdity of that common Pretence of car- 
Tying the Principles and Dodtines of pure Re- 
_ welation, beyond the Original expreſs Senſe. 
Now tho? I ſtand accountable for this to an 
abler Pen, and ſhould be glad to ſee Mr. Cu- 
ming s own Defence, yet ſince our Author muſt 
be meddling where he had no Buſineſs, I ſhall 
_ endeavour to let him fee what he has got by it. 
Wren I advanc'd that Principle againſt 
Mr. Cumming, 1 aflign'd Reaſons for it from the 
_ different Nature of neceſſary and contingent Truths, 
or from that well known Diſtinction between 
Matters of Science, and Matters of Fat. I obſer- 
ved that all neceſſary Scientifick Truths, hav- 
ing an immutable eternal Relation to, and De- 
pendance on each other, might therefore be 
inferr'd or deduc'd from one another in a Train 
of Rational Conſequences; whereas all contin- 
gent Truths, or Facts, as all Matters of mere Re- 
_ welation are with * s to us, ſince they are 
independent on each other, and have no ne- 
ceſſary Connexion with the Principles of Rea- 
ſon and Science 9 2. ſo call'd, and ſince 
they depend abſolutely on Teſtimony, cannot 
poſſibly be carry'd beyond the Original ex- 
reſs Declaration of the Teſtifier or Revealer 
imſelf. But this Reaſon which is perhaps de- 
monſtrative, our prudent Author takes no No- 
tice of, and does not it ſeems think himſelf 
concerned with. He ſaw perhaps very well 
that he could not pretend to anſwer what I had 
offered, and therefore inſtead of this he deviſes 
two other Reaſons for me, which never en- 


ter d into my Head, which could not W 
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be any Reaſons at all, and in which he trifles, 
preſumes, and dogmatizes beyond Example. 
And here as a Specimen of qur Author's Ci- 
vility and good enſe, 1 {hall quote what he 
has thought fit to offer upon this Head, p. 38. 
where det of his implicit contradictory 
Fuith which we have already conſidered he ſays, 
cc and by this Time you muſt obſerve, that it 
cc jt be indeed a blind Faith, a mere mechanical 
cc Impulſe, Enthuſiaſm, or a ſtrong Ferſuaſion with- 
cc Out any rational Grounds as ne, in his great 
cc Modeſty and Cruility is pleas d to call it; Mr. 
cc Morgan's own Faith is every Jot as blind, 
cc me Rades and enthuſiaſtick, as his Neigh- 
cc hours: Nay, more ſo; if What he affirms 
ce be true, that Independent Facts are uncapable 
cc yielding Conſequences ; and that this Ad of the 
cc Mind in drawing rational Inferences and Deducti- 
cc ons, muſt be confin'd to Principles of Reaſon and 
cc Science, diſtinct from Matters of Fact and Teſti» 
tc mony. For if it be impoſlible in the Nature 
cc of the Thing, to carry any Matter of pure 
ce Revelation, beyond the expreſs Senſe and 
ce Import of the Revelation itſelf, as abſtract- 
cc ed from all really diſtin& Conſequences 
« whatever; (which is his Opinion). It muſt 
cc be (I preſume) for one of theſe two Rea- 
« ſons: Either, firſt, becauſe the expreſs Senſe 
cc of a Matter of pure Revelation is impoſſible 
« to be known, for if the Senſe of Revelation 
c may be known; why mayn't ſuch Deducti- 
ons as repreſent by Parts what the whole 
© contains, be drawn from it? And are the 
«© Interences that the Principles of Reaſon at- 
ford any more? Bur if the expreſs Import 
« itſelf of a Divine Revelation is not to be 
© underſtood, what does this Writer of Eter- 
© nal Contradictions mean, when he ſays, That 
<< Things which depend wholly upon Revelation, * 
#1 * e 
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er y phe Revelation itſelf, be brought down fo ow 
4 Uhderſtanidings am Capacities, fo as to form ſome 
4 4 e Notions and Conc e of bor 
cc Or elſe, ſccondly, becauſe the Truth of ſuch 
c à Senſe is impoſſible to be proved : Which 
ce maſt leave therefore the Truth of all thoſe 
ec Confei uences which depend thereon, doubt- 
ec ful and uncertaĩn; there being in this Caſe 
ce no rational Foundation to believe either 
<c the Propoſitions themſelves, or any Truths 
cc that are compriz d in them. But will our 
« Author ſay that che Truth of the Revelation 
cc js doubtful, and yet that the Apoſtles, were, 
ec doubtleſs infallible, in whatever they delivered as 
«© the Mind and Will of Gop? ” From what is 
here quoted the Reader will perceive that our 
Author is moſt ridiculouſly angry, and has 
been frighted almoſt out of his Wits, *Tis real- 
iy a great Exerciſe of Patience to be plagued 
"continually with ſuch Impertinence. But why 
ſhould this Trier put his own preſumptive Rea- 
ſons. upon me, againſt my expreſs Declarations 
to the contrary? And this too, when I had 
given him anorber Reaſon, and as I think a plain 
demonſtrative Reaſon,'to which he has ſaid no- 
thing, and which therefore as may well be 
preſum'd he could not anſwer. 
Bur does he indeed know, that the Act of 
Inference, or Deduction, depends upon the Natu- 
ral Relations of Things one to another, or does 
he not? If he does I would ask him how it is 
mae that contingent Truths, or 'Truths in 
Fact only, betwixt which there is no natural 
Connexion and Dependance, ſhould be infer'd 
one from another? Or how any Circumſtances 
of a Fact can poſſibly be known farther than is 
expreſs'd and declared in the Teſtimony itſelf, up- 
on which all our Knowledge of ſuch Matters 
muſt entirely depend? 
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Herr he has never attempted to anfwer the 
Reaſon of the Thing, nor to give any Inſtance 
in Fact to the au ie and therefore it may 
be preſum'd that he does nat underſtand the 
Principle. And this is what he has plainly e- 
nough diſcover'd in the Queſtions he apks, Why 
mayn t ſuch Deduttions as repreſent by Parts what the 
— — comains, be drawn from it ? And are the In- 
122 that the Principles of Reaſon for any more? 

es cetainly ; the Inferences which the Prin- 
ciples of Reaſon afford, are ſamet more 
than the Principle itſelf, from which they are 
drawn repreſented by its ſeveral Parts; for o- 
therwiſe Demenſtratios would be nothing more 
than Definition, or explaining a complex Term 

by enungeraring the ſeyeral ſimple Ideas of 
which it conſiſts, a Eres 

Cay Mr, Fancogrt imagine that the whole Sy- 
ſtem of Geometry, and the poſſible Truths of that 
Kind, are contain'd as Parts in this Propoſition, 
the three Angles of a Triangle are equal to two right 
4 ? Or that all the Truths and Dotrines 
of Natural Religion are ineluded as the ſeveral 
conſtituent Parts of this Principle. Aan 4 6 
rational free Agent, under the ſpecial Government 
a Supreme Being? And yet this muſt be the Caſe 
if he underſtands the Matter right. But re 
this accurate Writer pretends to be ſo angry 
with thoſe who will not talk in his blunderin 
Way, he ought to acquaint himſelf better wit 
the Nature of Things, and with the well known 
and eſtabliſh'd Signification of the Words; ſq 
far at leaſt as not to Put Definition for Demonſtrg- 
tion, and Deſcription for Dedy#ion, This I think 
I may be accountable for, that wheneyer- our 
Author ſhall vouchſafe to give us any particu- 
lar Inſtances of his rational Inferences and De- 
ductions, from Matters of Fact and Teſtimony 

C 2 itſelt, 


„ | 
itſelf, it will ſoon appear, that thefe Infe- 
Tences are the ve Principle either in whole 
or in part, and that his Conſequence carries 
him at moſt no farther, and perhaps not quite 
ſo far as the Principle itſelf ; This I ſay will 
eaſily be made appear or ſomething worſe , 
namely, that his pretended [ference has no Re- 
lation at all to the Principle, and that it is nei- 
ther a Part of it, nor a Conſequence from it. 

Tx1s Doctrine of ' Conſequences ſo nearly 
affects thoſe who pretend to build their Hopes 
of Salvation, wal the moſt neceſſary Funda- 
mental Articles of the Chriſtian Faith upon it, 
that I think it may reaſonably be expected 
they ſhould clear this their main Principle 
before they proceed too far in their excom- 
municating, hereticating Method. Let them 
prove that Things neceſſary to Salvation and 
Chriſtian Catholick "Communion, are left to 
the Inferences and Deductions of*human Rea- 
fon, and that they are not plainly expreſs'd 
and made characteriſtically neceſſary in the 
Revelation itſelf, Till this be done, I verily 
believe Mr. Fancourt muſt leave his Subſcribing 
Brethren but in an ill Plight, whatever elſe he 
might be able to ſay in their Defence. 

"AND this brings me to the laſt Account de- 
pending between Mr. Fancourt and me relating 
to Sincerity, In which he has perhaps uſed his 
utmoſt Endeavours to corrupt and pervert the 
well known eſtabliſh'd Signification of Words, 
and the plain Scope and Deſign of all that 1 
had*faid, in order to charge me with the moſt 
groundleſs and unrighteous Conſequences. To 
give the Reader a Sample of Mr. Fancourt's u- 

ice and Inpartiality, While he is treating of 
Sawcerity, I thall here quote the whole dee. 
out of the Letter of Excbuſiaſm, from — 
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TRI 
has torn that Scrap with which he had made 
ſo weak and inſignificant a Clamour. Having 
there call'd upon the Four Mini ers to gixe ſome 
Account of their Conduct in ſetting up a Prin- 
ciple as a neceſſary fundamental Article of the 
Chriſtian Faith, which as I had ſhewn could 
not conſiſt either with Reaſon or Scripture, I 
add, p. 35, 36. But cho' J have ſufficient 
c Reaſon to conclude that you are under a 
c Miſtake in this Matter, yet I have moro 
ce Charity than to think that your Error is 
ce damnable; I am perſuaded that whatever 
ce Miſtakes or Errors are conſiſtent with a 
ce ſincere Endeavour to know the Will of Gop 
© and to do it; are conſiſtent with Holineſs 
ce and therefore with Salvation; and that Gop 
cc not only will not condemn a Man for an 
ce Error abſolutely invincible, but will alſo up- 
ce on the gracious Terms of his Goſpel Cove- 
cc nant, by a general Repentance, thro* the 
cc Merits of CyrxrsT, be ready to pardon 
cc all ſuch Miſtakes and Errors as Men ma 
« fall into, not from any vicious ſelfiſh Prizciple, 
« or any wilful Oppoſition to the Truth, but 
from mere hpman Frailty, or ſuch Weak- 
<< neſſes and Overſights as are common to the 
ce beſt of Men. This is certainly moſt agree- 
© able to the Genius and Spirit of Chriſtiani- 
f ty; a Principle every where recommended 
* and enfore'd by the Goſpel of CHRIST; 
© and without ſuch a Principle of Charity, 
c and that Diſpoſition and Conduct that mu 
*© flow from it, and be influenc'd by it, Ifear 
. © the moſt illuminated Dogmatizer of us all 
** would have Reaſon to tremble under the In- 
F© ſpection of his Omniſcient Logd, and De- 
© ſpair of his own Salvation. For my own 
Fart I fee Reaſon every Day more and more 
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cc to thank Gop for the Bleſſing of ſuch an 
Education, as never led me into theſe Prin- 
re ciples of Bigotry and Enthuſiaſm, but that I 
cc can worſhip the one true Go p, thro' the Me- 
“e rits and Mediation of his only begotten So x, 

« depending upon the effectual Aid and Aſſi- 
« ſtance of the Horx SprxIr, to lead me in: 
cc to all Neceſſary Truth, and to guide me thro 
ce the Snares and Temptations of this World, 
te in the Way of Peace and Holineſs to the 
« heavenly everlaſting Kingdom; without 
cc thinking myſelf oblig'd to pronunce Dams 
ce nation on the one Side or the other, where 
c Men appear 2 honeſt and ſincere, 
cc merely becauſe they can't agree about cer- 
cc tain dark myſterious Points, which ſome 
cc weak Zealots may reckon of great Impor- 
cc tance. In ſuch Caſes, it ſeldom happens, 
cc but the confident, preſuming, dogmatical 
cc Side are in the Wrong; and whether they 
cc are Right or Wrong with regard to their 
cc Notions, they are certainly wrong in their 
c Conduct, when they are ſo free with their 
cc Anathema's and Curſes, as if Gor had en- 
cc truſted them with the Keys of the bottom- 
cc leſs Pit, and withall given them a Commiſſi- 
ce on to conſign over thoſe to everlaſting Fire, 
cc who in the Judgment of the whole impar- 
cc tial Wold muſt be look'd upon to be as in- 
cc treuen and honeſt, as good Men, and as 
cc ; Chriſtians as themſelves. For my own 
cc Part, I long for that Time, which is not far 
cc off, when this Spirit of Implicit Faith, aud 
cc blind uncharitable Zeal, ſhall be exploded 
cc and baniſhed our Proteſtant Country; and 
cc -2yben Sincerity on the one Hand, and the abſolute 
«© Neceſſity of being in the right on the other, ſhall re- 
« main as the only diſtinguiſhing Principles of Pa- 
5e pilts and Proteſtants ”, Now 
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Now from hence Mr. Fancourt concludes that 
I have ſet up for Sincerity without Truth, that 
Sincerity in this Account of it may be fepara- 
ted from al, even rhe moſt neceſſary and Funda- 
wental ee the ame * _ 
vance is the very Dregs of Paganiſm, and perfect. 
ly confiſtent with che & Bs ces of dia- 
bolical Deluſion, and Moral Wickedneſs. 
I fhall- not here pretend to argue with fuck 
an Adverſary as this, upon a Point that is too 
plain to be diſputed, and in which he has 
ewn _— uncapable of ener po er 55 
ſince he appeals to the Judgment of the Impartial, 
in this Caſe, I accept * al, and believe 
I may venture to give him up the whole Cauſe 
if he can find any impartial Perſon, or indeed 
any Man at all in his right Senſes excepting 
himſelf, who is of his Mind in this Particular. 
I had urg'd it upon him that he could not 
make good his Conſequences withour ſuppo- 
Sincerity to conſiſt only in a Man's acting upon 
his preſent Sentiment whatever they are, and 
whether he has made any rational free En- 
quiry concerning it or not: To which he re- 
lys, that this is only Imagination, that I mi- 
Rabe and abuſe him in ſuppoſing it, and that 
he did not underſtand — in any ſuch 
Senfe. He ought therefore to have ſhown in 
what other poſſible Senſe of the World, Since- 
rity might be ſeparated from all 7rurh, and be 
conſiſtent with che groſſſeſt Papaniſm, and Mo- 
ral Wickedneſs. Bur tis enough for ſuch 
Writers to'fhifr, and evade what they cannot 
anſwer, and perhaps our Author reckons 
himſelf accountable to Gop only. 
HoweEvex if one Method will not do he is 
reſolved to try another, and accordingly he 
has two very different Weights and Meaſures, 


by 
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by which he examines and adjuſts my Account 
of Sincerity. When he puts it into one Scale 
he finds it extremely wanting, there is no Truth 


. 


nor Soundneſs in it, tis lighter than Vanity 
and nothing, the very Dregs of Paganiſm, the 
groſſeſt Diabolilm and moral Wickedneſs: But 
when he applies us to the other End of the Bal- 
lance tis too heavy, it outweighs all human At- 
tainments, and amounts even to a ſuper- ange- 
lical Perfection. _ 

Urox my ſaying that he who acts according to 
his Judgment, after he has taken all the care he can 
to inform himſelf right by an Impartial Examination, 
is _ in his Fractice, and that both theſe (i. e. 
ſincere. Inquiry, and ſincere Prattice) are as neceſſary 
to denominate the Perſon ſincere, this ſanguine Wri- 
ter thus exclaims, p. 44. © So that he that 


ce knows any thing leſs than what he might 


cc poſſibly have known; or he that believes 
cc any thing ſhort of what after the utmoſt 
c Enquiries he would have ſeen Reaſon to be- 
cc lieve ; and does not act up, and ſteadily too, 
cc unto what he might thus have known and 
ce believed, is for ought I ſee, (Mr. Morgan be- 
ce ing Judge) no other than an inſincere Man, 
cc or than a mere Hypocrite ; and whom he 
cc himſelf could conſign over to everlaſting - 
« Fire. Alas are there no Degrees in Since- 
ce rity neither no more than there are in Cer- 
cc tainty : Shall nothing bear the Name of this 


cc excellent Grace, but the higheſt Flights we 


cc can attain unto! What Hayock ſhall ſuch a 
ce Caſuiſtical Divine as this make of the Peace 
cc and Conſolations of weak Believers! How 
ce more charitable as well as juſt, are the Sen- 
ce timents of our Brethren? Who allow that 
ce the moſt upright Saint upon Earth is not 
ce free from ſinful Guile, but often ſee cauſe to 

I. T complain 
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cc complain of a treacherous Heart”. Here ie 
may be obſerved that our Author throws him- 
ſelf all along into Fits of Aſtoniſhment and Sur- 
prize, =, endeavours to perſuade his Rea- 
der, chat when I talk of Mens taking all the Care 
they can, making the beſt Uſe of their rational Facul- 
ties, &c. to diſcover the Mind and Will of 
God for their own Salvation, that I intended 
to ſtrain theſe and ſuch-like Expreflions to the 
utmoſt Extent of a bare natural Poflibility, ſa 
as to exclude the Grace of the Goſpel, and 
that Pardon which it offers to Sinners upon 
Repentance, and Faith in, or a Dependance 
on, the Merits, Mediation and Interceflion of 
| Jesus CHRIS r. 

Bur how came Mr. Fancourt to make this 
Diſcovery, that I am no Chriſtian, that I have 
thrown off the Grace and Mercy of the Goſ- 
pel and all the Benefits of Cxz1sT's Death to 
Sinners, and that I can admit of no Salyation 
or Acceptance with G op, but upon a ſtrictly 
faultleſs and unculpable Obedience? Do the 
1 making the beſt Uſe of the Faculties, 
and taking all the Care we can, &c. neceilarily 
imply ſo much? Or rather are they not con- 
Rantly and without Exception when apply'd 
to Mens Moral Conduct uſed in a lower and 
more qualify d Senſe ? I challenge him to pro- 
duce any Caſuiſtical Divine, or any Philoſopher, 
Divine, or Moraliſt at all, who has ever uſed 
theſe Expreflions in Reference to Mens moral 
Behaviour and Conduct in the Senſe that he 
would ſtrain them to. 

Bur does our ſerious Author never exhort 
his Hearers from the Pulpit to uſe their beſt 
Endeavours, and take all the Care they can 
for their own Salvation? Is he afraid of this 
leaſt they ſhould look upon their Duty as a 
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Thing impracticable, or leaſt he ſhould diſturb 
the Race and Copfolations of WEAk BEL IE VERS? 
Does he tell them that they need not take 
all the Care they can, and that their beſt 
Endeavours are not neceffary in this Cafe, 
but that they may indulge their Pride, theit 
Malice, and other particular Vices, provid- 
ed they are but rig and good in the Main ? Te 
this be ſo I doubt our Author's Qualifications 
are intended only for his particular Friends, 
and that he cannot allow his Adverfaries to 
be ſincere upon the ſame Terms. | 
Bur tis evident that the very Nature of the 
Subject, and the obvious Reaſen of the Thing 
itſelf might qualify theſe Expreſſions, and that 
there is no need of making any ſuch particular 
Reſtrictions. What if one ſhould fay that our 
Author has done his beſt in this Performance, 
and taken all the Care he can not to expoſe him- 
ſelf to the Pity or Contempt of the Publick ? 
I ſuppoſe the Expreſſions might be allow'd as 
juft. and proper enough, and what every one 
would eafily underſtand. But yet if I ſhould 
venture 65 fay this, perhaps Mr. Fancourr would 
call me to a very ſtrict and ſevere Account for 
it, and maintain on the contrary, that his 
Natural Faculties, in their utmoſt Extent 
_ pofhibly have carried him a litlte far- 
ther. | 
No Body ſcruples to ſay of a wicked Man, 
who is ſtrongly and habitually devoted to his 
Avarice and Ambition, that be takes all the 
Care he can to raiſe and enrich himſelf, and uſes 
his beſt Endeavours to obtain his carnal ſelfiſh 
End ; and if another ſhould take the ſame 
Care, and uſe the ſame Endeavours to pleafe 
Gop , and obtain his Favour , every one 
would allow him to be ſincere, and ut 
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made the beſt Uſe of his rational Faculties, 
and Talents in the Purſuit of true Happineſs ; 
tho! in the one Caſe and the other, there might 
be Room enough for different Degrees of K 
| plication and Diligence, conſiſtent with the 
lame petſonal Characters, and the ſame gene- 
ral Way of expreſſing them. n 
Tusk Things are clear and obvious to 
the meaneſt Capacity from the natural uni- 
verſal Uſe of Language, and therefore our Au- 
thor not finding any Difficulty in the Caſe was 
forced to make one. Now tho* this might paſs 
as a ſufficient Reply to all that he has offered 
concerning Sincerity, yet ſince he affects to 
throw himſelf into Doubts and Perplexities 
upon the Subject, loads me with a Multitude 
of Queſtions, and pretends to be at a great 
Loſs about my Meaning, I ſhall ſubmit my- 
ſelf for a few Pages to the hard Fare of being 
his Catechumen: And here the firit Thing thar 
puzzles our learned Author 1s, what I ſhould 
mean by an Impartial Examination; whether 1t 
be ſuch Impartiality, Unprejudicedneſs, ec. 
as a Man may be capable of who is ſubject to 
human Infirmities, Paſſions and wrong Im- 
preſſions, or ſuch as they only can be capa- 
ble of who are free from all theſe? Sure I am 
that I have not given him the leaſt Ground for 
this Scruple. I always ſpeak of the Sucerity 
of Men and not of Angels; and of Men under 
their preſent real Circumſtances, ſuch as they are 
in Fact, and not under any meer ima mary 
Circumſtances in which M . Fancourt 5 
Invention and Sagacity might think fit to place 
them, What I maintain is this, that Gop will 
judge and reward Men according to what they 
are and have, and not according to what they 
are not and have not. 92 conſequently that 
e ee e eee | 2 a he 
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he will not condemn and puniſh any Man, at 
any Time, and under any Circumſtances, for 
not knowing, believing or doing, what that 
Perſon, at that Time, and under thoſe Cir- 
cumſtances, could not poſſibly know, believe, 
or do. Nay, that Gop will not only, not 
condemn Men tor any Ignorance or Error ab- 
ſolutely invincible, but will alſo by the Grace 
and Mercy of the Goſpel make great Allow- 
ances in this Caſe, and not condemn or pu- 
niſh Men but where their Duty was clear and 
obvious, eaſy and practicable, by thoſe gract- 
ous Aids and Aſſiſtances, Helps and Advan- 
tages which were freely, ſincerely and com- 
paſſionately offered them. _ | 

Tas is what I have declared for, and the 
main Principle I inſiſt on as every one muſt 
ſee and know; and if Mr. Fancourt thinks he 
can prove the contrary he is doubtleſs at Li- 
berty whenever he pleaſes to make à Trial 
. 8 grind 

Hz goes on, p. 46. to ask whether Men may 
not be ſincere in their Enquiries without be- 
Ing ſo in their Practice, and whether it may 
not be juſt in Gop for this Cauſe to ſend them 
Hrong Deluſions, that they ſhould believe a Lie; that 
they all might be ; As who believed not the Truth, 
but had Pleaſure in Unrighteouſneſs? No Body I pre- 
ſume can imagine that Gop is bound to con- 
vince and ſave Men whether they will or no, 
or that Gop may not juſtly leaye thoſe to their 
wilfull choſen Blindneſs, Stupidity, and pra- 
ical Error, who reſolve to be wicked and 
profligate in Spite of Evidence and Conviction, 
and in Oppoſition to all the Reaſons and Mo- 
tives that can be offered them to the contrary. 
This is plainly the Caſe which the Apoſtle 
ſuppoſes 1 2 Paſſage here fefer'd to, but 
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4 
what this is to the Author's Purpoſe, or what 
he would infer from hence is, I muſt own, be- 

yond my Comprehenfion. There is no Con- 
nexion between Speculation and Practice of 
any Sort or Kind whatever; no Truth in Spe- 
culation and Theory which a good Man may 
know and believe, but the moſt wicked Man 
upon Earth however forſaken of Go D may 
know and believe the fame. A Man uy be per- 
fealy and thoroughly Orthodox in the Senſe 
of our Author, the Four Miniſters, and all 
Creed-Makers, and yet be given up to ſtrong 
Deluſions to believe a Lie in the Apoſtle's 
Senſe, 3. e. left to their own free Choice under 
the practical, and therefore damnable Error, 
of a wicked . Life. The Author's Ma- 
lice in this Queſtion is viſible enough, tho! it is 
no more to his Purpoſe than if he had ask'd, 
whether Gop _ not by his immediate 
Power ſuſpend the Motions of the Planets 1n 
their Orbs. | 
He queries farther, Whether the Truths which 
have a neceſſary Connexion with Sincerity are not as 
13 40 , and may not be as much inſiſted on as Since- 

tſel 


| 
| 
| 
| 
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| 


rity itſelf ? Without all doubt: Who ever deny'd 
it 2 This 1s what I contend for, that no Truth 
can be neceſſary to any Man's Salvation, but 
what has a neceſſary Connexion with that 
Man's Sincerity. n 
He goes on with his Catechiſm, p. 47. and 
asks, Whether the Truths which have a neceſſary Con- 
nexion with and D nce upon Mr. Morgan's 
Sincerity muſt needs be the ſame in Number, Kind, 
and Weight, with the Truths that have a neceſſar 
Connexion with and Dependance upon another Man 8 
Sincerity ? This is asking whether all Mens Ca- 
pacities and Talents are not equal, or one 
And the ſame, and whether thoſe who know 
* „ 
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more and have more Talents committed tg 
them are not oblig d in Proportion to do more 
than others? Which is too eaſy, or rather too 
trifling a in to need an Anſwer. But he 
tells us, F the Truths zulich are neceſſarily. connected 
with one Man's Sincerity, are nat the very ſame with 
the Truths which are neceſſarlly connected with ano- 
ther Man's Sincerity ; it will follow that the Truths 
which neither are, nor appear to be 1 any Neceſſity 
or tance to one Ferſon, may really be, and ap 
peer /o to another. This is very true, I readily 
grant it; and what then? Why then be Terms 
of Salvation, and the Terms of Chriſtian Communion 
to every Mam are nat one and the ſame ; and ſo that 
there may be Roam for CHRISTIAN CHARITY, 
where I am not therefore oblig d to receive into 
CHRISTIAN COMMUNION, But here I think 
our Author is a little myſterious, and ought 
to explain himſelf farther, for I cannot ima- 
ine what Chriftian Chariry Mr. Fancourt can 
aye for a Man whom he cannot admit to 
Chriſtian Communion, If he cannot admit a Man 
to Chriſtian Communion I hope tis becauſe 
he does not think him qualify'd for it, and 
that he would not willfully an knowingly ex- 
clude from his Communion thoſe who are qua- 
lify'd upon Goſpel Terms for the 2 
of Heaven. But if he can have this Charity 
for his diſſenting Brother to believe that he is 
a good Chriſtian, in the Favour of Gop, and 
Intitled to the Kingdom of Heaven, and yet 
notwithitanding this his Judgment- concern- 
ing him, will exclude him from Chriſtian 
Communion, or refuſe to communicate with 
Him as a Chriſtian I muſt leave him to ac- 
count for this Conduct to our common Lord 
and aer .ac the It and great Day, face 
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I cannot expect that he ſhould ever account 
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ITis evident that this Writer goes upon a 
Principle that muſt oblige him to ſepatate 
Communion from all who know ejther more 
or leſs than himſelf. For he who has a great- 
er Capacity and knows more will have ſome 
Talent or other neceſſary to be improved, 
which cannot be neceffary in our Author, who 
has it not; and he whofe Capacities, ani 
Abilities are lefs, may want feyeral Talen 
not neceffary to him, which yet may be 0 
great Importance and Neceſſity to be well ap- 
ply'd and improv'd by Mr. Fancow: to whoin 
they are committed. Upon this Principle he 
muft feparate from, and excommunicate ſome 
Chriftians, becauſe they know more, and'fee 
farther, or clearer than himſelf, and others 
becauſe they are not quite ſo wife as he; tho? 
perhaps he might find it hard to form a 
Churctr or Congregation of fuch perfectly {+ 
zable Believers. Theſe are his Terms of Co 
munion, which yet are as far from being Chri- 
ftian as a private uncharitable , ſchiſmatical 
Faction is, from being the Catholick Church 
of CHRIST, or any Part of it. . 
Bur notwithftanding theſe different Capa- 
cities and Talents of different Perſons under 
the ſame Chriſtian Difpenfation, yet the Ca- 
tholick Terms of Chriſtian Communion and 
Acceptance with Gop are the ſame at all 
Times to every Man alike, and throughout 
the whole Chrittian World, how much foeyer 
it may puzzle Mr. Fancourt to conceive of it; 
and concerning theſe Catholick Terms o 
Communion and Acceptance with Gop no 
Chriſtian could be in any Doubt or Heſitation 
at all, if human Creeds, and the preſumptious 
anti- 
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anti-chriſtian Deciſions of fallible cdrrupt, and 
deſigning Men, had not long fince eſtabliſhed 

mother Rule of - Orthodoxy beſides the Holy 
criptures ; and very different Terms of Com- 
munion from thoſe which were always declar- 
ed for and inſiſted upon by CRRISTH and his 
Apoſtles. But I have already ſaid ſo much up- 
on this Subject in the two Letters to Mr. Cum 
ming and Sir Richard Blackmore that I hope the 
Reader will excuſe my giving WL any far- 
ther Trouble about it, till ſomething more to 
the Purpoſe ſhall be offered on the other Side. 
Mx. Fancourt perhaps might think himſe 
{lighted if I ſhould not take ſome Notice 
his new ingenious Hypotheſis concerning the 
Tz1nrty.. He thinks that three diſtinct com- 
pleat Powers of Underſtanding, Willing, cc. 
in the one individual Subſtance of Go p, is a 
juſt and * Repreſentation of what the 
1 declares of the Three Perſons, the 
FATHER, Sox and Hol x Gos r. To expoſe 
this Hypotheſis in its full Light and in all its 
Abſurdities and contradictory Conſequences, 
would be a very tedious and unneceſſary 
Work ; and therefore I ſhall only make a few 
brief Remarks upon it, ſuch as may be ſuffici- 
ent I ſuppoſe to overthrow it. 
 FtssT then 'tis evident that this Hypotheſis 
cannot account for the different diſtinguiſh- 
| ing Offices and Operations of different and di-- 
| ſtint Perſons or Agents. The Author talks 
much of diſtinct ſimilar Powers as the Chara- 
cteriſticks of Perſons, and yet he mentions 
the Word Perſons with great Caution and ſeems 
really afraid of the Expreſſion. A ſimilar Pow- 
er he owns is not the hole of a Perſon. If his 
ſimilar Power be not the whole, he ought to 
haye told us whether it be a Part of the 2 
| an 
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and what the other. Part is, that we might 
have known what he intended by a whole 
Frſon. Bur I think 'ris evident that in his Hy- 

otkeſis theſe perſonal Powers cannot be Per- 
ons at all either in whole or in Part, but on- 
ly the Properties or Attributes of a Perſon or 
erſons. I would ask then, what are the Per- 
ſons, or Perſon to whom theſe Powers belong, and 
by vbom they are exerted and employ d? Here 
»it he would ſpeak out and ſpeak Senſe in his 
own Way, he muſt ſay the active intelligent 
Subſtance, or Subject, which being ſuppos'd but 
one and the ſame, ttis plain the Perſon or 
Agent can be but one, who ſometimes acts an 
determines himſelf by one Power and ſome- 
times by another. And thus his Hypotheſis 
does not relieve him at all, ſince he muſt {till 
ſuppoſe Gap to be but one Perſon or Agent, as 
well as one Being. And this one perſonal Be- 
ing, or one true Gop; muſt be conſidered as 
communicating to, and covenanting with him- 
ſelf, as ſending and commiſſioning himſelf, 
commanding and obeying himſelf, as wor- 
ſhipping and praying to himſelf, and making 
Satistaction to himſelf. The ſame individu 
intelligent Being or Agent will make Satisfa- 
ction with one Power, and receive Satisfaction 
with another Power, will inſiſt upon Infinite 
Satisfaction with one Power, and diſpence 
wich all Satisfaction in another Power, will 
worſhip and obey himſelf with one Power, 
and receive his own Homage and Obedience 
with another Power. Nay, the ſame Gd, and 
the ſame Frſon, the ſame active intelligent Sul = 
fee, if this Hypotheſis be Senſe, will act and 
not act, ſuffer and not ſuffer, be Gop and 
no Gop, Man and no Man, This I think 
3 mut 
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muſt be the State and Condition of Chriſtia- 
nity according to our Author's Hypotheſis. 
- But Whether this be likely to clear up the 
Scriptures, or to make Men wiſer and better 
or not I muſt leave him to conſider. 
I farther deſerves a particular Remark, 
oo this Hypotheſis concerning the Being and 
Perfections of Gop is purely arbitrary, with- 
out any conceivable Ground, Reaſon or Ne- 
_ Ceflity in the Nature of Things. All that 
our Author here contends for is the Poſſibili- 
ty of his Hypotheſis, or that what he ſuppoſes 
does not imply a Contradiction in the Nature 
of Things ; but then he muſt grant that the 
contrary is equally poſſible, and may equally 
be ſuppoſed without any Contradiction in the 
Nature of Things; for he does not pretend to 
prove that what he has advanc'd is neceſſary, 
and that it cannot poſſibly be otherwiſe in the 
Nature and Reaſon of Things; from whence 
tis plain that he has here repreſented Gop as 
a mere contingent Being, whoſe Exiſtence or 
Non-exiſtence are equally poflible, and may 
be equally ſuppoſed without any Contradiaion 
in the Nature and Reaſon of Things. "Tis evi- 
dent that the Anthor can pretend to no more 
Reaſon and Neceflity in the Nature of the 
Thing to ſuppoſe three ſimilar co-ordinate per- 
ſonal Powers or Properties, three Underſtand- 
ings, three Wills, c. in Gor, than he has 
to ſuppoſe an Indefinite or Infinite Number of 
ſuch 3 Powers and Properties. One in- 
finitely perfect Underſtanding can know as 
much as three, or an Infinite Number of ſuch 
Underſtandings, and one abſolutely perfect 
Will or Power of acting can do as much as 
three, or an Infinite Number of ſuch 
| Tis 
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Tis plain then that the ſuppoſing more than 
one in this Caſe muſt be a Suppoſition purely 
arbitrary, without any Reaſon or, Necellity in 
the Nature of Things; and that ſuch a Suppo- 
ſition would imply no farther or higher Perte- 
ction at all, ſince one abſolutely perfect Under- 
ſanding and Will, muſt be capable and ſuffi- 
cient to know and do every Thing that 
is poſſible to be known or done, and to 
deny this muſt be a direct and expreſs Con- 
tradiction. 2 
Tux plain Conſequence of all this is, that 
Mr. Eancourt's Hypotheſis deſtroys, and gives 
up all the rational demonſtrative Evidence and 
Proof for the Being and Exiſtence of one God, 
or one Supreme independent firſt Cauſe, by 
ſuppoling Gop to be ſuch a Sort of Being 
as exiſts without any Reaſon or Neceſſity in 
the Nature of the Thing. He will ſay per- 
hens that there may be a Reaſon and Ne- 
cetiity in the Nature of the Thing for the Exi- 
ſtence of ſuch a Being as he has repreſented 
under the Name and Notion of the one Gon, 
tho* that Reaſon and Neceſſity be undiſcove- 
rable by human Reaſon, as being above and 
beyond our Underſtandings and Capacities: 
Bur {till this will be giving up all the rational 
Evidence and Proof for the Being and Exi- 
ſtence of God, and placing Natural Religion 
— 1 the ſame Foundation with Atheiſm it- 
elf. * 
An Atheiſt will tell him that the Univerſe is 
eternal, neceſſary, and ſelf-exiſtent, by an in- 
finite eternal Series and Succeſſion of neceſſa- 
ry natural Cauſes and Effects. Now how 
would Mr. Fancourt confute ſuch an Adverſa- 
ry, and oyerthrow this Atheiſtical Hypotheſis? 

2 8 | Would 
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Would he ſay that *tis moſt unreaſonable and 
abfurd to ſuppoſe the neceſſary. Self-Exiftence 
of Things which are evidently in their own 


ature contingent, and for whoſe Exiſtence 
there is no more apparent Reaſon or Neceflity 


in the Nature of the Things themſelves than 
for their Non-Exiſtence; and 3 
that they cannot poſſibly exiſt by an abſo- 


lute intrinſick Neceſſity in the Things them- 
ſelves, but muſt neceſſarily derive their Exi- 
ſtence from the free Agency of ſome firſt in- 
dependent Cauſe ? He cannot with any Grage 


urge this or any ſuch like Argument againft 


an Atheiſt; becauſe the other would eaſily 
turn his own Hypotheſis upon him , and 
make it appear that he. himfelf ſuppoſes the 
fame Thing concerning Gop, and that there 


is no more Reaſon or Neceſſity in the Nature 


of the Thing for the Exiſtence of ſuch a Being 


as he has repreſented under the Name of Gon, 


than there 1s for the neceſſary eternal Selt- 


Exiſtence of the Univerſe itſelf, independent 


of any extrinſick efficient Cauſe at all. I 
hope our Author would not here appeal 


with his Atheiſt from Reaſon to Scriptures 
tho' I think he would have no other way for 


it; but with what Succeſs I muſt leave him 


to conſider. 


1 


Tur plain Truth of the Caſe is in ſhore 
this, no Eſfential Attribute or Perfection can 


poſlibly belong to Gop at all which does not 
neceſſarily belong to him, ſo as to imply the 

mpoſſibility of the contrary in the Nature and 
eaſon of the Thing. The Scripture reveals 
any Things concerning the Good-Will and 


Pleature, the Actions or free Operations of 
Gor, and the Exerciſe and Diſplay of his 
22 te * 14 „ N os Natural 
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Natural Eſſential Attributes and Perfections, 
in his Diſpenſations of Grace towards his 
Creatures; but it reveals no new Eſſential 
Attribute or Perfection in Gop, which was 
not known or demonſtrable before from 
the Principles of Natural N and the 
Reaſon of the Thing itſelf. How poſſible 
ſoever therefore the Author's Hypotheſis 
might be when apply'd to contingent Be- 
ings, whoſe Exiftence depends upon the 

ood Pleaſure and free Agency of Gon, 
yet ttis py impoſſible and contradicto- 
ry when apply'd ro Gop himſelf as a ne- 
geſſary ſelf-exiſtent Being; who exiſts not 
by any Will. or Pleaſure, but by Nature 
and Neceffity: I fay his Hypotheſis here 
is plainly impoſſible and contradictory, be- 
\cauſe it ſuppoſes Eſſential Attributes“ and 
Perfections in Gop without any Necefli- 
ty in the Nature of the Thing, and there- 
by deſtroys and nullifies all the natural E- 
vidence for the Being and Exiſtence of one 
GOD. Now whether this Writer will chuſe 
to quit his own Hypotheſis, or give up 
all the rational demonſtrative Evidence for 
the Being and Exiſtence of one Gop, I 
cannot tell, but J am fully and clearly per- 
ſuaded that he muſt do one of them; and 
ſince he has diſcarded the Principles of 
Reaſon and Natural Religion, it muſt doubt- 
Teſs be worth the Publicks while to ſee 
what Work he would next make with Scrip- 
ture. | | 
IT may be worth ſome Notice here that 
'our Author to give ſome Colour to his 
three Similar Powers, or three co-ordinate 
diſtinct Setts of all perſonal Attributes and 
. | Perfections 
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Perfections in G op, pretends that there are 
in G op and in every Perſon three diſtinct 
diſſimilar Powers, which he diſtinguiſhes 
by the Power of Underſtanding, the Power 
ot Willing, and the Power of Doing. That 
theſe Three are not one and the — but 
different Powers or Principles of Action he 
ſays he is ready to demonſtrate; but he has 
luckily ſpared his Demonſtration ; and I am 
well aſſur'd that he had good Reaſon for 
it, 7 
TIS evident that what he calls the 
Power of Underſtanding in Go p, is no Power 
at all, nor has any Relation at all to 4A 
&#ion. God's Infinite Underſtandin or 
Omniſcience, by which he knows all 1 
is not an Action but a neceſſary eſſential 
Attribute, or Property; and he might 
with as good Senſe talk of the Power of 
Exiſting, as of the Power of Underſtanding in 
GO. n 

'Tis I think farther evident that N- 


Ing, and Doing, are the ſame Thing in 


Go p, and indeed in every other Agent. 


Every Action muſt be an Act of the Ie 


or a particular Determination of the 


moving Power, nor is it poſſible to con- 


ceive of any other Action. But what the 
Author ſeems to aim at here, if he aims 


at any Thing is this, that different Acts 
ſuppoſe different Wills or Principles of A- 


ction in the ſame Agent, or that the Pow- 
er and Principle of Action muſt be as dif- 
ferent as the various Acts and Objects to 
which it is apply'd and determined; by 
which Rule and Way of Talking he might 
have found not only Three, but Three- 
Hundred, 
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Hundred, or if he had pleasd an Infinite 
Number of different and diſtinct Wills, 
Powers, and Principles of Action in every 
particular Man. He might have diftin- 
guiſh'd for Inſtance between the Pow- 
er of Thinking, the Power of Speaking , 
the Power of Writing, the Power of Walk- 
ing, and the Power of HW „ and the 
Power of being very conceited, and very 
impertinent. From hence tis plain that our 
Author's three diſſimilar Powers, reſolve 
themſelves into one ſimilar Power, 5. e. into 
the one Principle of Action or the Will of 
the Agent. But to take him in his own 
Way there are in Gop Three Co- ordinate 
Similar Powers, under each of which are in- 
cluded Three diſſimilar Powers of Under- 
ſtanding, Willing, and Doing. And thus ac- 
cording to this 124. op is a Being 
endued in the whole with Twelve Powers , 
Three ſimilar Powers, and Nine diflimilar Ones. 
And is not this a fine Way of talking con- 
cerning the Being and Eſſential Perfons of 
G op, and a likely Means of enlightening 
Peoples Underftandings in the right Know- 
ledge of Gop, and the Holy Scriptures ? 
tis poſſible that I may not eſcape with this 
Writer and ſome of his zealous angry Friends, 
the Cenſure of Impiety and Prophaneneſs, 
only for expofing in him a molt ſenſeleſs 
Abuſe of the Name and Attributes of God, 
wluch, however it may conſiſt with Piety and 
a 17 Intention, cannot certainly conſiſt 
with a Zeal according to Knowledge. 
I cannot but here obſerve farther what 
appears to me very evident, that this Wri- 
ter while he talks of the Being, Unity, and 
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ndividuation, and has no 


Perfe&ions of God, and labours to diſtinguiſh 
an individual intelligent Being from an indi- 
vidual Perſon, deſtroys the only Principle of 
ark or Chara- 

cteriſtick at all left of different Being. Tis 
lain that he all along abſtracts the general 
Ms or rather the general Name ot Being, 
from all the Attributes, Properties, and Per- 
fetions of Being; and then he maintains 
that Gop is one Being, under that general 
confuſed Senſe, or metaphyſical Nonſenſe , 
in which all Beings are one, and there can, 
be no poſſible Characteriſtick or any Mark of 
Diſtin&ion betwixt one Being and another. 
But is this all that the Scripture intends by 
the Unity of G o p, or by declaring that 


God 1 one, that he is one abſtract meta- 


phyſical Eſſence, Subſtance, or Subſtratum? Does 
the One God ſigniiy nothing but an Ens Ra- 
tionis, or a mere Creature of the Imagina- 
tion? 7 | 

He who can perſuade himſelf that the 
Names of Go p in Scripture which are ſo 
plainly perſonal, and ſo evidently Characte- 
riſtical of one ſingle individual Agent, or 
one Independent firſt Cauſe, he I ſay who 
can think that theſe Names ſtand only for 
one abſtra& metaphyſical Subſtance or Sub- 
ſtratum, muſt have an Underſtanding ſtrange- 
ly turned to miſtake plain Senſe, and to run 
into eternal Darkneſs and Confuſion. Do- 
ctor Waterland while he is ſpeaking of the 
Unity of Gon, owns, that He has no Princi- 
ple of Individuation in this Caſe, which he ſays 


is a Thing very much wanted, That is in 


plain Engliſh he underſtands nothing by the 
Unity of Gop, and has no Meaning to the 
| Ternis 
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Terms bf this Propoſition, God # one. And 
have not theſe Gentlemen brought the Cauſe 
of all Religion, and of Ghriſtianity in par- 
ticular to a fine paſs, while they have been 
diſputing ſo long about the Unity of Gop 
"ll they have loſt it, and are driven to 
confeſs that they mean nothing by it 2 When 
our Author ſhall pleaſe to let us know clear- 
ly and diſtintly what he means by the 
Words, Being, Subſtance, Perſon, and one God, 
as he makes uſe of them in this Contro- 
verſy it will ſoon appear that he is really a 
Sabellian, or a Tritheiſf, and that there can 
be no poſſible Orthodox Medium between 
theſe two; I mean according to the pre- 
ſent Meaſure and Standard of Ortho- 
doxy , tho' no Doubt but there is a true 
and (criptural Medium betwixt theſe two 
Extreams. 

I ſhall make but one Remark more upon 
this Hypotheſis, which 1s that it cannot at 
all ſerve to ſcreen the Author from that 
popular Odium, which he endeavours with 
a little Art and a great deal of Malice to 
throw upon his Adverſaries. His Invention 
cannot help him at all, but he muſt be 
Till preſs'd with all thoſe Difficulties which 
he thinks ſo very great and unſurmounta- 
ble, and would repreſent as affecting only 
the contrary Scheme.. Upon his own Prin- 
ciple, and in his own Hypotheſis ic muſt 
be true, that JEsus CHRIST, the Son of 
God, and the only Mediator betwixt 
Gop and Men, is, not only a ſubordi- 
nate derived Being, but a Creature, a ve- 
ry imperfect Creature, and a meer Man. Will 
he ſay contrary to ſo many clear and ex- 

F preſs 


„ .. 
preſs Texts that the Man Jrsvs of -Neza- 
reth, or the human Perſon born of the Vir- 


gin was not Faſus Chris, the Son of 60 
— the only Mediator berwixt God and Man t 


Will he ſay that the Man Cyzrsr was only 
Man in general, or an abſtract human Nature 


but no particular real Man no human Perſon? 


Or will he pretend that the Man CHRIST or 
the human Perſon born of the Virgin, is 
perſonally the Supreme Gon, and even 
the ſecond Co- ordinate ſimilar Power in that 
imaginary metaphyfical Being as it ſtands 
in his own Hypotheſis ? Let him ſnew how 
upon his own Hypotheſis and Principles he 
can free himſelf trom any of thoſe Difficul- 
ties which he charges upon the Arians or 
even the Socinians themſelves, and I ſhall then 
think him in good Earneſt, - and begin to 
look upon him as an Adverſary worth diſ- 
uting with. But it he cannot do this, as 
am very ſure he cannot, he muſt be 


obliged in Conſcience ſolemnly to repent 


and humble himſelf in the Preſence of Gop, 
and to ask Pardon of his Adverſaries be- 
fore the World, for his moſt groſs and 
{ſcandalous Abuſe of them, as if they leſ- 
ſen'd the Glory and Dignity of Feſw Chrift, 
the Sen of God , and did not think as highly 
of him or even more highly and honourably - 
than this Writer himſelf. 7 4: 

Tu Pains which Mr. Fancourt and ſuch 


Sort of Writers are at, to oþſcure, . perplex, | 


and render unintelligible the very firſt Prin- 
ciple of all Religion, concerning the Noti- 
on and Belief of Oze God, and the uncha- 
ritable Zeal they diſcover in unchurching 
and hereticating all thoſe who cannot give 

1 into 
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into their dark inexplicable Schemes ; —— 
one cannot look upon but with a great de 
of Surprize, and ſome Indig nation 
Tu Unity ef God had been ever thought 
a Principle very plain and intelligible; and 
obvious enough to the common Senſe and 
Reaſon of Mankind, till certain Refiners 
upon St. Faul and the Scriptures took it in- 
to 2 Syſtem of Schoot-Divinity, and then the 
Chriſtian Dottrines by the Help of Pagan Me- 
tapbyſieks were thrown all into Darkneſs and 
Confuſion. The Creed-Makers found they had 
4 profitable Trade, and gain'd much in leſ- 
ſening the Number of Candidates for Church 
Preferments, by turning the Articles of Faith 
into unintelligible inexplicable Myſteries , 
which none but themſelves could underſtand 
or explain. In ſhort he was thought the 
beſt Chriſtian who. underſtood the leaſt of 
his own Faith, and it came at length to 
be look'd upon as a Point of Merit in a 
Man, ſtifly to maintain, that the Chriſtian 
Revelation is no Revelation at all, or that 
it reveals Things which cannot poſſibly be 
reveal'd. becauſe they are incomprehenſible 
to human Underſtandings. 

WnAr Pity is it our Author had not 
been at Athens with St, Faul, to have help'd 
him out while he was Preaching to thoſe 
polite Heathens , and inſtructing them in 
the Principles of Natural and -Revealed Re- 
ligion, concerning the Perſonal Unity and 
Perfections of the 7rue God, and the Perſonal 
Mediatorial Office of Feſas, Chriſt ? The A- 
x0 there while he profeſſedly ſets him- 
elf to rectify the Athenians Notions, by main- 
taining. the perſonal Unity and abſolute Su- 
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premacy of the True Got , has ſo little 
of this School-Divinity, that one ſhould' be 
apt to think he did not underſtand it if our 
Author could no way demonſtrate the con- 
trary. But Mr. Fancourt had he been there 


| preſent could have told the Apoſtle, that he 


was miſtaken in the Repreſentation he had 
there made of the one true Gop, that he 
had omitted a very neceſſary eſſential Point 
in his Deſcription of Gop, and that the 
Athenians by his Account of the Matter could 
form no true Notion or Conception at all 
of the Unity and Perfections of Gop. Our 
Author could have told St. Paul that G oD 
was not an individual perſonal Agent or 
one Supreme Almighty Creator and Go- 
vernor of the World, but a Triune Being; 
and that under the Notion of three per- 
ſonal Powers we muſt conceive a co-ordi- 
nate Triplicity of all Divine Attributes and 
Perfections in Gop ,' Three Underſtand- 
ings, Three Wills, Cc. and, as far as can 
be underſtpod upon the Principles of com- 
mon Senſe, three infinite co-ordinate Minds: 
For tho' he pretends to maintain a Unity 
of Being, yet tis plain that he abſtracts the 
Idea or rather the general Name of Being, 
from all the actual and really exiſtent At- 
tributes and Properties and Perfections of 
Being; and ſo by Being can mean no- 
thing but the abſtract Idea of Being in ge- 
neral, as common to every Thing that real- 
ly exiſts. 1 | 

| Mx. Faucourt could likewiſe have inform- 
ed St. Paul that JESUS CHRIST Was not 


. perſonally that MAN whom GOD had ordain- 
ed to judge the World, of which he had given us 


Aſſurance 
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Aſſarance in raiſing him from the Dead; but 
4 this Man Crip was himſelf perfonath 
the Supreme independent Creator of the 

Univerſe, whom the Athenians had ignorant- 

ly worſhipped, and to whom they had all 
along inſcrib'd their Altars as to the un- 
known God, He could have aſſured the A- 

{tle that Jelus of Nazareth never was a 

2 Perſon, that he had no real human 
Perſonal Exiſtence, that his human Nature 
was no human Nature, or any Thing like 
human Nature, as having no real human 
Perſonality, and that if the one Supreme 
Go p himſelf who was the Perſon offend- 
ed had not made Satisfaction for Sin, (i. e. 
If the Mediator had not been the Supreme 
God, ) there could have been no ſufficient 
Satisfaction made for Sin at all. 

TRFESE and many other Things of e- 
qual Importance and Neceflity , were St. 
Paul now living, our Author could acquaint 
him with and inſtruct him in, concerning 
which, as may reaſonably be preſumed the 
Apoſtle in his Time knew nothing at all: 
Thus are Men confounded with their own 
Inventions, and loſt in the Wilds of their 
own Imaginations, when not content with 
the pure uncorrupt Word of God, they muſt 
needs be wiſe above what is written. While 
we call for plain Scripture, and require 
them to prove the Neceflity of what they 
inſiſt on from the Word of Gop , they 
continually put us off with their own Con- 
ſequences inſtead of Scripture ; in which Con- 
ſequences when examined they are always 
ſo unhappy as to condemn themſelyes, 


Bor I muſt remember that our Author 


is no common Adverſary as being a vety 
reat and able Mytaphylician, and really 
now not what will become, of me for pro- 
qoking him , thus far; for. if he ſhould no 
e able. to clear his Hypotheſis , from cheſs 
and ſuch like Opjections, yet there is no 
Doubt but he will make it appear that he 
can ſtill farther involve himſelf and his Sub- 
ject, and talk more darkly and unintelligi- 
bly. than ever, Tis poſlible therefore this 
may be the laſt Time 1 ſhall ever give my 
Readers any Trouble on Mr. Fancoart's As 
count, with whom I had never been con- 
cerned at all in any Controverſy, had it not 
been for the Sake of his Superiors, whoſe 
Oauſe he undertook, I think without much 
Reaſon, and the World will now judge with 
what Sweceſs, Tis not unlikely but the Au- 
thor will complain as uſual, that I have 
miſrepreſented. him and miſtaken his true 
Senſe. I can only fay as to this that I hav 
not willingly miffaken or miſrepreſente 
him, I have endeayonr'd to underſtand him 
right, tho” indeed his Way of Thinking is 
ſo very odd and peculiar, that I can never 
expect fully to comprehend him; And ra- 
ther than mean any thing that is intelligi- 
ble md anda. doubt not but he will 
chuſe at length what has been the laſt Re- 
fort of other Learned Men, to mean nothing 


s 3 bio 13 d 

I ſpeak, not any Thing of this to dif- 
courage the Author from Writing again, 
and maintaining what he takes to be the 
Truth, in a Caſe which he apprehends of 
ſuch vaſt Importance; this doubtleſs all 
| | WI 
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will look upon as his indiſpenſible Duty, and 
tho I may not perhaps be at Leiſure my- 
ſelf, yet if he advances any thing of Con- 
ſequence he need not doubt but ſome Bo- 
dy or other will take a proper Notice of 
him, and pay him all the Deference his 
Argument deſerves. To conclude, If an 

ſhould think that I have treated this Wri- 
ter with too little Ceremony, -I only deſire 
they would read over his Enthuſiam retor- 
ted, and it they can ſoberly and impartial- 
ly think, that his Wit or Argument, his 
Cavity and Juſtice, his Civility and De- 
cency, his Candour, Charity, or Modera- 


tion deſerve better Treatment, I will pub- 
lickly ask his Pardon. 


E bn ie i. td. 
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